CLASSIC CRIMES
her mental state was such as to render the statements intelligible and
reliable, how far did they advance the Crown case, which was one
of murder?
No one who heard these statements made at the time thought
they attributed or involved the guilt of the accused. Were
the jury not being invited to draw an inference of guilt
from these statements which no one at the time drew?
It was accepted on all hands that the case was one of
suicide*
Turning to the medical evidence, his Lordship pointed
out that Professor Little)ohn based his second report on the
absence of blackening around the wound* The chief objection
suggested to the theory of suicide was from the direction of the
wound; but that was met by the simple explanation of a
sudden and instinctive aversion of the head by the person who
was about to fire* Assuming that blackening had been present,
might it have been rubbed off? Upon this point Professor
Littlejohn differed profoundly from Sir Bernard Spilsbury.
As to the distance from which the shot was fired there was a
direct conflict of skilled evidence* That of Professors Little-
John and Glaister on the one hand, and that of Sir Bernard and
Mr. Churchill on the other, were not susceptible to reconcilia-
tion on those vital points. Professor Littlejohn was asked:
"If experts differ, what are we to do?" and his reply was: "I
don't know!" Yet the jury had to decide with regard to
that matter.
Having examined the conduct of the accused, his Lordship
observed that they were not there as a Court of Morals. It
was proved that the accused was attached to his mother, that
he was so upset at the time of the incident that he could look
no longer at her body, he left the pistol lying about, he wired
for Mrs. Hill, he visited the Infirmary, and he kissed his
mother. Was it the kiss of Judas? Did Mrs* Penn harbour
for three months her sister's assassin? These were questions
which they must consider. Was the Crown claiming a verdict
of murder against the accused upon evidence wnich they
deemed insufficient even to warrant his arrest? Mr. Gurrin
reported upon the forgeries on 4th November; the accused
was arrested on 3rd December. Was that the new factor
which induced the Crown to act? Motive to commit a crime
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